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Reply to the President's Message.

SPEECH
OP

HON. JOHN SHERMAN.
Mr. SHERMAN said:

Mr. PRESIDENT: The President of the United States, in his message,
tells us that we are confronted with a condition of nation il finance*

which demands our immediate attention. He says that the money col-

lected from the people exceeds the expenses of the Government; that
the surplus now in the Treasury is $55, u00. OIK), and will be $140,000,000
by the 1st of July next. He says the situation presages financial con-

vulsion and wide spread disaster, and that, though the dangers are not

palpable, imminent, and apparent, yet they exist none the less, and may
be suddenly precipitated upon us.

In view of this to him alarming state of affairs, he, departing from
the practice of his illustrious predecessors, drops from his annual mes-

sage all reference to our foreign relations, to the many interesting ques-
tions that have arisen during the past year in our national affairs, and
even omits the usual recognition of the Supreme Ruler of the Universe.
All things celestial and terrestrial must be postponed until we get rid

of the surplus revenue.
With this extraordinary massage before us, I feel called upon to ex-

amine the extent of the dangers that the President warns us of, whether

they are exaggerated or not, the causes, and the remedies proposed.
The first inquiry is whether the conditions stated are sudden and un-

foreseen, or have existed for a long time, and grow out of natural causes

easily provided for. The existence ofa surplus revenue has been a con-

stant occurrence before and since the close of the war. Instead of being
a danger, it is an indication of the continuous increase of our domestic

productions, of our foreign and domestic commerce, and the steady im-

provement of our financial condition.

When in 1806 President Jefferson had the good fortune of a surplus
revenue, he, in his message, said: "To what other objects shall these

surpluses be appropriated
' after the entire discharge of the

public debt, and during those intervals when war shall not call for

them? Shall we suppress the impost and thus give that advantage to

foreign over domestic manufactures?" He believed the patriotism of

the people would "prefer its continuance, and application for the pur-
poses of the public education, roads, rivers, and canals."
When General Jackson had the like good fortune he recommended

the distribution of the surplus among the States, and in the last year
3



of his administration Mr. Calhoun introduced a bill for that purpose,
which was passed by large majorities in both Houses and signed by
President Jackson.
A larger surplus revenue has frequently from time to time been wisely

dealt with by Republican administrations. It has either been applied
by the executive authorities to the payment of the public debt, or its

accumulation has been prevented by Congress, from time to time, by the
reduction or repeal of taxes. In the administration ofeach of Mr. Cleve-
land's predecessors since the close ofthe warthissimple remedy has been

applied without neglecting other mattersor raising a cry of alarm. All
these reductions of taxes have been made by the Republican party.
The Democratic party has had the control of the House of Representa-
tives since the success of the Mississippi plan, except for two years,
and during that time never originated or proposed a redaction of taxes.

The only Republican Congress for ten years did, by the act approved by
President Arthur on the 3d of March, 1883, largely reduce both internal

taxes and customs duties to meet the very difficulty which so alarms
the President.

Now, in the third year of his administration, he tells you that on
the 1st of June, 1885, within three months after he took the oath of

office, there was a surplus of 18,000,000. and that it increased at the
rate of over a million a week. Why did he not then follow the exam-

ple of his predecessors by using the powers conferred upon the Secretary
of the Treasury to apply this surplus to the reduction of the public debt?
Instead of this, although outstanding bonds were redeemable at pleas-

ure, his Administration changed the form of the debt statement, so as
to conceal nearly thirty millions of money as unavailable assets, and
swelled the surplus for nearly a year, until friend and foe alike cried

out against it. If he regarded this growing surplus as a danger, why
did he not, as soon as possible, bring his influence to bear upon Con-

gress to provide fora reduction of taxation?
I may also ask, why did not Congress then apply the remedy ? The

Forty-ninth Congress lived its two years and died. Mr. Cleveland was
then as now President of the United States. The House of Repre-
sentatives contained a large majority of his political friends. They
alone had the initiative, the origination, the constitutional power to in-

troduce a bill to reduce taxes. Why was it not done? The only
answer is that a controlling majority of that party would not allow a
bill to be reported unless it contained provisions which in the opinion
of the majority of the members of the House would do great injury to
or destroy domestic production, create greater distress than even the
accumulation of surplus, and reduce the wages of laborers now usefully

employed. If it had been the desire to reduce taxes without reducing
American production, the task was easy; but the enormous powers con-
ferred upon the Speaker of the House were used to prevent even the

presentation of such a bill, and in this it was understood he had the

hearty sympathy and support of the President and the Secretary of the

Treasury.
On the 19th day of July, 1886, I called the attention of the Senate

to the precise difficulty and danger of the accruing surplus revenue, and
the readiness of the majority of the Senate to provide for the reduction
of taxes and application of the surplus. But for the action of the Presi-

dent and his Administration, including the Democratic majority in the
House of Representatives, the taxes would then have been reduced with-

out endangering domestic industries.



But, sir, even without a reduction of taxation, the surplus revenue

might have been applied lor great national objects, luu lor the vetoes

of the President ami the failure of the Secretary of the Treasury to

exercise pl.iin discretionary powers conferred upon him by law, and the

failure 01 the Democratic House of Representatives to make appropri-
ations lor s<une of the highest national objeeto demanded by the people.
The President, on what I regard as a frivolous reason, refused his sig-
nature to the bill providing for the improvement of rivers p.nd harbors,
which would have appropriated more than $10,000,000, or nearly one-
fifth of the surplus revenue stated by him, for necessary public works
and objects of the highest importance in all parts of the country. He,
by his veto of the dependent pension bill, withheld from soldiers of
the Union Army, many of them suffering in almshouses and charitable

institutions, appropriations made by both Houses of Congress lor their

relief.

The House of Reprasentatives refused to provide for a system of coast

defenses, frequently recommended by the executive authorities, for a

proper increase and building up of the Navy and our commercial ma-
rine, for postal communication with the South American states, and
for the encouragement and support of schools for theeducation of illit-

erate children. The House neglected or refused to appropriate for de-

ficiencies amounting to eight millions admitted to be due. The House
also neglected to pass a Senate bill that proposed to refund to the sev-

eral States the direct tax levied in 18G2 under the stress of wTar. This

tax, collected from the loyal States, is still charged against most of the
Confederate States, causing inequalities a-id discontent in every State.

Here there was a proper mode of applying 14, 000, 000 of the surplus in

a way not open to objection.
Had these appropriations, sanctioned by the Senate, been made by the

House of Representatives and approved by the President, and the res-

idue of the surplus been applied to the purchase of the public debt, the
condition of the Treasury, which so alarms him, would not exist, the

public debt would have been greatly reduced, and improvements of vital

importance to our commerce would be in course of construction.

But the President casts doubt upon the power of the Secretary of
the Treasury to enter the markets and purchase bonds. He says it is
' ' a pretense

" or "a supposition.
' ' He says the pretense is founded on

a provision in an appropriation bill passed several years ago, and is sub-

ject to the "suspicion
" that it was temporary and limited. Here is

the second section of the sundry civil bill approved March 3, 1881

(United States Statutes, volume 21, page 457):
SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury may at any time apply the sur-

plus money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as
he may consider proper, to the purchase or redemption of United States bonds :

Provided, That the bonds so purchased or redeemed shall constitute no part of
the sinking fund, but shall be canceled.

This law was passed by a Democratic Congress in both Houses, on
motion of Mr. Bayard, at my request as Secretary of the Treasury, to

meet the very difficulty suggested, and, in plain English, to operate
"
at

any time." Under it the Secretory of tle Treasury could have and
ought to have applied the surplus in the Treasury from time to time
to the purchase or redemption of bonds of the United States from the

beginning of this Administration to this hour, instead of which there
was a steady accumulation of the surplus beyond any precedent, which
tended to and did produce the very dangers and difficulties by which
we are threatened.
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I do not attribute to either of these great officers the intent to produce
these results; I do not wish to call into question their integrity or fidel-

ity; but when they try to alarm the country, so as to induce us to

break down great industrial interests, I point them to the neglect of a

public duty intrusted to their discretion as the iountain of their woes.
1 say they have this power now. If evil comes to the Republic by this

surplus, it is their fault. A power neglected is often as great a wrong
as a power usurped. An artificial scare can not be made to cover the
faults and defects of this Administration.

Again, sir, if the dangers of this surplus revenue were so great and
imminent as the President says they wereduring the last summer, why
did he not convene Congress, the law-making power, to deal with what
he calls

''
the precarious condition of financial affairs,

" "the distress in

busiuess circles,"and
'

'absolute peril at hand ?" What more "extraor-

dinary occasion" could occur for the exercise of his power to convene

Congress? But he did not do it. And now that we are met in regular
order we are not to be driven pell-mell by an outcry to reverse the pol-

icy of our country for near thirty years, to build up our domestic indus-
tries by reasonable and proper protection against foreign productions.

Sir, for one I wish to approach the questions presented by the Presi-

dent with a sincere respect for him and his high office, but with a con-

sciousness that we, Senators and Members, have the responsibility of

acting upon these matters, with fuller information and a broader view
of the interest of our constituents than any executive officer, however

elevated, can have.

I agree, as I said more than once during the last Congress, that the
revenue should be reduced. It is a pleasing and grateful task, and the

moment the House of Representatives gives us jurisdiction of the sub-

ject-matter the Senate will be ready to share in this duty, as it has as

many as six times done since the close of the war; and if from time to

time the Secretary of the Treasury will only do his part, by applying
the revenue to current appropriations and the judicious purchase of the

public debt, we can, I believe, repair the delays of his party and reduce
taxation without crippling industry.

Sir, I agree, as stated by the President, that unnecessary and extrav-

agant appropriations ought not to be made to avoid a surplus of reve-

nue. No money should be collected from the people except to meet
the requirements of the Government properly and economically admin-
istered. The true remedy is in the reduction of revenue; but this re-

duction should be made so as to give the greatest relief to the peo-

ple of the United States. We are legislating not for foreign nations,
but for our ovn; it is for American workshops and American laborers,
and not for English capitalists and laborers. It is American pro-

ductions, the home market, free trade, and easy exchanges between

60,000,000 of our countrymen that we should foster, encourage, and
build up by our revenue laws, and not by increased importations to

cheapen home labor. Cheapness is not the chief object of desire, but

prosperity, employment, industry, and thrift at home.
The highest surplus revenue estimated by the President or Secretary

is fifty-five millions a year, after complying with the sinking-fund law.

I am glad both the President and Secretary recognize the obligation of

this law, for it is not only a declaration of a wise public policy, but is

an agreement made with public creditors. And even this estimate is

based upon a continuance of the narrow policy of neglect of the defenses

of the country, of the improvement of our rivers and harbors, of our



just obligations to Union soldiers, of growing illiteracy in nearly half

the States, and tin- increasing burdens of local taxation in all the States.

Upon this basis alone we can remit to our people fifty-five millions of
taxes. How shall it be done?
We have two distinct systems of taxation: one upon the American

productions of spirits, tobacco, and beer, and the other upon imported
goods, the prod acts of foreign nations. The first of these the President
dismisses with a single sentence. He says that none of the articles

named are necessaries; that
"
there appears to be no just complaint of

this taxation by the consumers of these articles, and there seems to be

nothing so well able to bear the burden without hardships to any por-
tion of the people."

It may be that there is no complaint by the consumers; but can lie

say that of the producers of these articles? They are all either the

product of the form or immediate fruits of the products of the farm.
Their chief cost is in the leaf-tobacco, or the corn, rye, wheat, and barley
of the farm. Do not the farmers complain of this tax? If the Presi-

dent thinks they do not, he is greatly mistaken. The manufacturers of

tobacco and the distillers and brewers may not complain, for the neces-

sary requirements of collection laws give them a close monopoly; but
the farmers, who are compel led to sell to licensed dealers alone, do com-

plain. The tax on whisky may, and I think does, to some extent, re-

strain the use of the article as a beverage, and in this way does good;
but the taxes on tobacco and beer do not. The traditions and policy of

our people are against internal taxes. During and since the war they
were a necessity . Now, ifcontinned, they should be reduced; especially
the tax on tobacco, no longer necessary, should be remitted. Though
tobacco is not, like bread and meat, a necessity, yet its use is so general
that the tax is a burden to the farmer and the consumer. The special
taxes on rectifiers, special dealers, stills, and worms, yielding annually
$5,200,000, ought to be repealed and left to be imposed by the States,
and the tax on spirits and beer might be modified so that the States
could impose taxes on the domestic consumption of these articles, a
bounteous source of revenue, and a proper means of relief from the bur-
dens of local taxation. If the object sought was only to avoid the ac-

cumulation of surplus revenue, the easy, natural, and logical course is

to repeal or largely reduce internal revenue: and I am glad to notice

that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BROWN] has introduced a proposi-
tion to that effect.

But the President proposes to continue these taxes without diminu-
tion, so that he may strike a more effective blow at the taxes now rest-

ing upon foreign productions. It is of taxes or duties on foreign goods
he uses the epithets, "vicious, inequitable, and illogical." His Sec-

retary says: "Reduce duties upon every dutiable article to the lowest

point possible.
" It is at the tariff laws that these two officers aim their

epithets and arguments, and the surplus revenue is the mere pretext or
occasion. It is the protective industrial policy built up by the Repub-
lican party that they would break down. Though the President says
that the labor engaged in manufactures should be considered as well as
the preservation of our manufactures, yet the message, when fairly con-

strued, is a severe indictment of all engaged in manufactures.
The President speaks of taxes "wrung" from the people "for the

benefit ofour manufacturers quite beyond a reasonable demand,
" of

"
or-

ganized combinations to maintain their advantage," of taxes fastened
4 ' with relentless grasp upon the clothing

' ' of the people, who are abused
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and irritated. It is a sweeping accusation against the policy of protec-
tion, supported by the great mass of his countrymen and recommended
by his most illustrious predecessors. It shows that he favors a public
policy which will, in the end, leave our manufacturers in every branch
of industry, and the laborers employed as well, to the hard, sharp, and
grinding competition of the capital and labor of the world.
Let us then examine in detail this alleged scheme of injustice and

wrong, under which, it is said, we have suffered for twenty years, and
the effect of the new policy proposed upon the industry and prosperity
of our constituents.

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, there was imported from

foreign countries for consumption in the United States merchandise to

the value of $683,418,981. Of these there vras admitted free of duty
merchandise of the value of $233,093,659, giving absolute free trade in

domestic productions to the sixty million of our people with each other
and with all the world, and free trade in over one-third of all the ar-

ticles of foreign production consumed in this country. These articles

are mainly such as can not be produced hereby reason of climate; they
do not come into competition with domestic industry; and a tax upon
them would be simply a burden without any redeeming benefit. With
this kind of free trade I am in hearty sympathy, and would extend it

to every article of common use, the growth or production of which is

not profitable in the United States. If Senators can name any such
articles not already on the free-list, they will have my hearty assistance

to place them upon the free-list. It is exactly the opposite policy that is

proposed by the President and the school to which he belongs. They
seek to place taxes upon articles now free, such as tea and coffee, in or-

der that a greater reduction may be made on articles that do come into

competition with home industry.
After deducting the free-list, we "import goods of the value of $450,-

000,000 upon which we levy duties. Shall this be by a uniform rate?

We say no, but by a careful discrimination and classification of rates,

depending upon the nature and quality of the goods, who are to be the

consumers, and the effect the rates proposed will have upon domestic

industry; we therefore say that articles of voluntary use, of luxury,

ornament, or appetite, not in common use among the people, and which
are purchased almost exclusively by the wealthy, should bear a higher
rate of taxation the highest rate that experience shows can be col-

lected without excluding them or inducing smuggling. This is founded

upon the admitted maxim of political economy, that taxes should be
assessed upon those best able to pay.

This class of articles takes a wide range and includes many that com-

pete with our domestic industries, but the foreign articles are preferred
to domestic articles because of taste, fashion, or quality, or are sup-

posed to be superior in flavor to the article of domestic growth. This
is especially the case with wines, liquors, and cigars. Other articles

of foreign production are supposed to be of higher grades of art, beauty,
or excellence than the domestic article, such as silks, satins, broad-

cloths, innumerable articles of dress and ornament, and porcelain,

statuary, painting, glassware, and the like. As to all these articles

the price is a matter of indifference to the consumer, and the rate of

duty is very much like the price fixed by the manufacturer, as much
as you can get.

This is the policy of the present tariff laws, and it has operated even

better than was hoped. The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics has



given us a list of some of these articles in Schedule E, pages 71-73 of

his last report, amounting in value to $86,531, 039, which yielded a rev-

enue of $4*2, 172,328 during the last fiscal year. This includes dia-

monds and other precious stones valued at $10,981,192, upon which a

duty is levied of 10 per cent., because experience has shown that a

highermtfe would lead to smuggling and thereby diminish the revenue.
It also includes paintings and statuary valued at !;i 1.935,306, at a duty
of 30 per cent. Excluding these articles, the rate of duty on other ar-

ticles of luxury ranges from 50 to 100 per cent.

But Schedule E does not embrace all the articles properly classed as

luxuries. The chief of that bureau says:
" In the present table many

articles of luxury are grouped together in Class D." Then, again,
there are numerous articles of cotton, wool, linen, of furniture, of pot-

tery, glass, etc., which are so elaborately manufactured and ornamented
as to become more articles of luxury than many articles of silk which
are classed as luxuries. These articles being for the most part subject
to the same rates of duty as others of plainer and less elaborate manu-
facture, and being classed in the import statement with them as furni-

ture, ration manufactures, glassware, etc., the richer and more luxu-
rious articles can not be distinguished from the necessities, and there-

fore must be included under Class D.

Taking from the other .schedules of imported goods a great variety of

expensive fabrics, including expensive clothing, porcelain, and other
articles of luxury, and adding their value to Schedule E, it will ap-
pear that the value of such articles is not less than $120,000,000 and
the duties collected on them not less than $60,000,000, or nearly one-
third of all duties collected. It certainly can not be said of these duties,
in the language of the President,

" that they impose a burden upon those
who consume domestic products as well as those who consume imported
articles, and thus create a tax upon all our people." On the contrary,
these duties have imposed the chief burdens of taxation upon articles of

voluntary luxury, and still have incited our own artists and mechanics
to compete in these branches of industry with the most skill edartisan.-s

of Europe and Asia. In this way we have made the most remarkable

progress in these expensive productions, and have brought within the
means of great masses of our people porcelain, table ware, ornaments,

clothing, decorated and enameled furniture, and a multitude of other
articles of taste and luxury, Ithe work of American mechanics. To re-

duce the duty on these foreign luxuries is but to transfer the burden of

taxation from those who willingly bear it to the shouldersof the people.
The next class of duties to which I call your attention is on articles

of food and animals. Of these the value imported during the last fis-

cal year was $112,273,076, paying a duty of $67,998,334, but of this

sum the articles of sugar, fruit, and rice, valued at $90,898,000, paid a

duty of $63,190,000, or more than nine-tenths of all the taxes levied
on food and animals. These are articles which enter into the consump-
tion of every family and every inhabitant of the United States. Now,
if the object is to reduce surplus revenue, what better mode could be

suggested than to repeal one- half of the duty on sugar, and thus di-

rectly relieve the people from $28,250,000 of taxes on an article in

most general use by the people of the United States and bearing a tax
of 82 per cent. No such suggestion is made by either the President 01

the Secretary, nor do I care to explore the reasons for their silence.

I believe in protecting all home industries, without respect to sec-

tion, to the place or manner of production, whether on the farm or in
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the workshop; but if protection is not the object of the law, and sur-

plus revenue is the great evil to be dealt with, why not give relief to
our people by a reduction of the tax on sugar? The effort to produce
sugar in this country in quantities at all approaching the demand has
failed, though protected by rates among the highest imposed by our
tariff laws. Still, in view of the hopeful prospects of producing sugar
from beets and sorghum cane, as well as from sugar-cane, I would not

cripple this industry by reducing protective duties except by giving
the producers of domestic sugar a bounty equal to the reduction of

duty on the imported article.

But it is not the duties on food of which the President complains as
"the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of taxation." The du-
ties of which he complains are those for "the benefit of our manufact-
ures," and especially he urges "a radical reduction of the duties im-

posed upon raw materials used in manufactures, or its free importation.
"

As I have already said, the great body of crude articles imported that
enter into the processes of domestic industry, to the value of $106,389,-
032, are now free of dnty. Every imported article of this class is now free
of duty, unless it directly competes with thedevelopmentof our national
resources. The duties of which the President specially complains are
such as are levied on "raw materials used in manufactures "

thatcompete
with textile materials raised on the farm and metallic ores dug from the
mines. Duties averaging 32 per cent, are levied upon imported articles

of this kind, valued at $59, 542, 660, which now yield a revenue of $19,-
567,903. Thechief of these are agricultural productions, namely, wool,
flax. hemp, and other textile grasses, hops, bristles, and seeds, valued at

$35,000,000, and yielding a revenue of $10,000,000, or less than 30 per
cent. duty. The remainder are chiefly metals in ore or pigs, coal, and
marble, of the value of $22,490,108, yielding $9,270,526. These im-

ports come into direct competition with the productions of near two
million American farmers and hundreds of thousands of laboring men
engaged in mines and furnaces in developing almost untold natural re-

sources buried in the earth in nearly every State and Territory of the
United States.

This moderate protection given to the labor and capital employed in

mining and agricultural industries is the favorite point of assault by
the President, and all free-traders, upon the protective policy. It is the
citadel of the system. The whole depends upon the principle that it

is wise to give by our tariff laws to all forms of American labor the

protection or advantage which the imposition of duties on similar for-

eign production necessarily gives. This has been the' rule since the

beginning of our Government, recommended by every President of the
United States from Washington to Polk. The same rule has been ap-
plied for the benefit of the farmer, the miner, and the furnace owner,
as for the manufacturer. When it shall be established that labor on
the farm, in the mine, and in the furnace shall not be protected as well
as that in the workshop, the whole system will fall, and properly so.

The principle of protection demands equality of benefit and of bur-
dens. The object is protection to labor, not to capital. The labor of
the miner who digs the ore from the earth, and the furnaceman who
molds his metal into pigs, and the farmer who raises wool, is entitled
to the same degree of protection, to the extent of the labor employed
by them in the production of pig-iron, iron ore, and wool, as. the man-
ufacturer who advances the iron into machinery, or the wool into cloth.

The principle of protection applies to all American labor alike, and
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every hour of labor contributed in the whole process of the production of
the highe.-t work of art is entitled to eqturi consideration in framing pro-
tective duties. No reason can be given why wool should be made free,

and woolen Broods be protected. If we must have cheap wool, we must
have cheap \\oohms, and if the labor of the farmer in producing the wool
id not protected against undue competition with Australia or Buenos

Ayres. then he who makes cloth of wool should not be protected against
< ompetitiou with the looms of Manchester or Leeds. If we have low
duties on iron ore, we must have low duties on iron and steel in all its

forms. The farmer in producing his crops performs as valuable labor

as the artisan in the workshop, and the rights ofevery producer should
have equal and just consideration without fear or favor.

And yet the President selects this class of productions under the name
of "raw materials" for destruction, and specially selects wool as an
article not to be protected, and recommends that "the removal or re-

duction of this duty should be included in the revision of our tariff

laws." His whole argument rests upon the allegation that the price
of wool is increased to the extent of the duty; that but for the duty the
merchant could buy his wool cheaper in South America or Australia.

This argument is shown to be fallacious, for the destruction of this in-

dustry in the United States would at once advance the price of wool in

foreign markets. But suppose it to be true; does not this argument
apply as well to all domestic productions and to all manufactures?
Wool is the completed article of the farmer as the cloth is of the manu-
facturer and the coat is of the tailor.

The objection that the duty on wool will raise the price to the con-

sumer, if true, applies as well to the duty on cloth and on every article

on the tariff list. The all-sufficient answer is that the duty encourages
the production of wool, the manufacture of cloth and of the infinite

variety of articles produced or made by American labor competing with

foreign labor. This diversity of production inures to the benefit of all

classes of our people alike, and is the secret of the enormous growth,
power, and wealth of the Republic.
When the President suggests the reduction of this duty as a means of

reducing surplus revenue, he seems to be ignorant of the result pro-
duced by the tariff of 1883. When that act took effect, we had in the
United States 50,360.243 sheep, yielding 262,000,000 pounds of wool.
We have now 44,759,314 sheep, yielding 228, 300, 000 pounds of wool.

Did this measure reduce the revenue from wool? Let us see. In 1883
we imported wool to the value of $8,915,149 and collected duty to the
amount of $3,206,201. In the last fiscal year we imported wool to the
value of $18,206,988, and collected as duty $6,390,055, thus more than

doubling importations and nearly doubling the duties collected. Is

this the way to reduce the surplus revenue? The President seems to

think so; but the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has
found out the secret. According to a statement I have seen reported
in the papers, he is satisfied that a reduction of duty would increase the
revenue. He is so quoted in the papers. Whether the statement is

true or not, I do not know, but he at least is a little wiser than the
President.

But suppose we remove the duty on wool entirely, as the President

recommends, we shall get rid of six millions revenue, but shall destroy
one of the most important industries of the country. When, after op-
posing all I could the unwise reduction of the duty on wool in 1883, I,

with great reluctance, voted for the tariff bill of that year, because its
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other provisions would reduce the surplus revenue. I was assailed by
the Democratic Legislature of Ohio, and by every Democratic paper in

that State, for voting for a bill that reduced the duty on wool
;
and now

a Democratic President recommends its entire abolition! If a reduc-

tion of 20 per cent, of duty slaughtered 5,600,000 sheep, what will be
the effect of the entire repeal of the duty?
But the President says millions of farmers who do not raise wool get

no benefit from the duty on wool, and he indulges in faulty figures and

computations as to whether the duty on wool is as much as the in-

creased cost of clothing to the wool grower. This is beneath the dig-

nity of the policy involved. The question is whether the industry of

wool-growing is of benefit to our country, and whether a duty on wool
tends to develop that industry, or its repeal to destroy it.

By the same logic the man without children should oppose the school

tax, the peace-loving Quaker should oppose all expenditures for the

Army and Navy, the citizen of Kentucky for coast defenses, the peo-

ple of New England for the improvement of the Mississippi River.

The whole theory of the President is the outgrowth of the narrowest

sectionalism, or rather, of the philosophy of selfishness, which sees no

advantage in great objects of national desire, but only what is within
the reach of his tub.

But it has been said that if the duty is repealed, the farmer will

still go on and raise sheep for the food they yield. I deny it. The

great body of sheep raised in the United States is for wool. This is

especially so in Texas and California. The act of 18(57 gave an enor-

mous impetus to this industry. Former acts had almost destroyed it.

The act of 18815 greatly injure;! it; and now the President, ignorant
or heedless of this history, would slaughter millions of sheep upon thij

pretext of reducing revenue.

The same argument would apply to the duty on every one of the arti-

cles I have named miscalled
'' raw materials." When I consider the

enormous development of our mineral resources under our protective

policy, the 10,000,000 tons of ore that choke the avenues of commerce,
give employment to our vast system of railroads, build up cities like

magic when I recall the furnaces I have seen which light the heavens
from Birmingham to Portland, the new and wonderful mines away oft'

on the granite ridges of Lake Superior, the vast developments in the

great Northwest from Minnesota to Washington Territory, the new in-

dustries in raw materials springing up in almost every State and Ter-
(

ritory of the Union, the clay of the potter, the sand of the glass-maker,
*

it seems to me almost an act of madness to disturb this growing pros-

perity. These raw materials are the foundation of all our industries.

All this is under the pretext that the surplus revenue must be di-

minished. Does not experienceshow that reducing the duties increases

importation and adds to the revenue ? And does not every man see

that to repeal the duties outright is to place our farmers, our miners,
our furnacemen, our railroads, and the multitude of people that live

by these new developments, under such degrading competition as will

cripple and destroy their industries ? The pampas of South America

may furnish you wool, the helots of Africa, Spain, and Cuba may give
a few manufacturers iron ore and pig-iron a little cheaper; but the

result will be to cripple the employment of greater masses of your
countrymen, to impair their ability to purchase from you, and in the

end to break down your whole industrial system.
It has always seemed to me that the most narrow and selfish notion
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advanced in respect to our tariff laws (to which the President now
lends his mine) is that made in behalf of advanced industries now
supported by duties greater than those on raw materials; that they
must he allowed to purchase their raw materials in the cheapest mar-
kets of the world; that we must leave undeveloped the mineral treas-

ures planted by the Almighty in every State and Territory, in order
that they may have cheap raw materials. Sir, I regard the home pro-
duction of raw materials as even of more importance than manufact-
ures. All of it is labor better distributed than any other, and gives
larger employment to trade and transportation.
The enormous increase of such raw materials is shown by the con-

trast of the production of a few articles in 1860 and 1836. In 1860 the
mines of iron ore yielded 903.300 tons. In 1886 the yield was 10,-
000, (too tons. The yield of pig-iron in 1860, largely from foreign' ores,
was !)37,559 tons; in 188fi, 5,683,3:29 tons. The yield of copper in 1880
was 7,200 tons; in 188G, 09,971 tons. There are still imported into

the United States iron ores, pigs, scrap, and iron and steel in ingots,
all called raw material, valued at $17,875,427, which pay duty of

$7,801,699. If all of these raw materials were placed on the free-list

you would reduce the revenue $7,800,000 and close the most useful

industries on the continent. Iron ore and pig iron tree of duty would
close every furnace where labor costs more than 50 cents a day. and,
worse than all, it would make unprofitable the mining of 10,000,000
tons of iron ore and of as many tons of coal. The transportation of
all this raw material would be lost to your rail roads and internal water

ways, and be given to the hulks, barges, and vessels of every nation
but our own. If you reduce the rates, you increase importations, rev-

enues, and surnlus. and cripple home industries. If you repeal duties

'you destroy industries.

1'iieie is but one rule that must be applied to all industries impar-
tially, and that is to give to all forms of American labor, which have
to compete with foreign labor, that fair and reasonable advantage and

protection which will give the American producer the home market for

home products. If by reason of climate or other cause we can not

compete with foreign countries, then let the trade be as free as air,

unless a duty is demanded for purposes of revenue. AVe should invite

competition by foreign labor, but not degradation to the European
standard of wages of living.

Let us now turn from raw materials to manufactures. The imports
not on the free-list, or classed by me as luxuries or raw materials, are
articles partially manufactured for use as materials for manufacture,
and manufactured articles ready for consumption, of the value ol $218,-

052,246, which pay as duties $84,034,090. These importations come
into direct competition with domestic manufactures mainly built up
by the encouragement of our tariff laws. They include all articles

made of metals further advanced than metal in pigs or ingots, all arti-

cles made of wool, flax, or cotton, all completed articles of every kind,

except food, that enter into the consumption and use of civilized man.
Scarce any of these industries existed in the United States when the
Constitution was framed. Since then they have flourished or found-
ered according to the changing rates of our revenue laws.

It was these that Washington, Jefferson, Jackson, and Clay recom-
mended should be fostered, encouraged, and protected. The Senator
from Indiana [Mr. VOOBHEKSJ in a speech made here a few years since

quoted these and many great statesmen in support of this policy; but
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it was not fully established until our civil war made higher rates and
a more perfect classification necessary. Since then our tariff laws have
been m linly framed and passed alter the most careful consideration,
louuded upon the same principle, that while levying duties we should

protect, foster, and diversify home industries with rates varying from
time to time according to the needs of the Government and the growth
and development of domestic manufactures. A careful revision of these

was made by the Tariff Commission of 1882, which was not improved
by the changes made in Congress. It was in the main enacted without

party or sectional division and is now the law. All branches ofdomes-
tic industry have become adapted to these rates except where, as in the

case of worsted goods, foreed and faulty constructions by revenue agents
have defeated the meaning ofthe law. It is this system that is denounced

by the President as "vicious, inequitable, and illogical."
If the objection made by him was only that it now produced too much

revenue, I would then discuss with him the best mode of reducing reve-

nue, whether by reducing internal taxes, or by adding to the free-list

articles which can not be produced here, or by increasing rates on goods
now in successful progress of manufacture or production, so as to dis-

courage importation and invite home competition. If the only object
is to diminish revenue, this is the plain, direct, logical, and effective

mode, and I believe as to some industries it ought to be adopted. Even
a fair enforcement of the law as it stands, with proper legislative pro-
visions to prevent and punish undervaluations, with some tribunal

w'illing to construe the laws so as to carry out their plain meaning,
would reduce importations and revenue.

But that is not what the President wants. His denunciation is aimed
at the principles of protection to American industries by tariff laws.
He assumes, to use his own language, that "it is a scheme which per-
mits a tax to be laid on every consumer in the land for the benefit of

our manufacturers. ' ' He especially designates the farmers who are not

wool-growers, the mechanics engaged in trades not protected, and the

body of our people who are consumers as the victims of this policy. He
says only "2,623,089 persons employed in manufacturing industries are

claimed to be benefited by a high tariff.
" This statement of the Pres-

ident that only 2,623,089 persons "are claimed to be benefited by a

high tariff" is a remarkable one, when the claim is universally made
by those who believe in the policy of protection that all classes of citi-

zens as well as those employed in domestic manufactures are deeply
interested in this policy. But even if the statement is applied only to

employe's, it is misleading. Adding the number dependent upon their

labor for a livelihood, and considering the enormous development of our
domestic industries since that time, it is safe to say that one-fourth of
our entire population is now directly interested in and supported by
these industries. Add to these more than two million of farmers, with
their families, engaged in producing wool, sugar, flax, hemp, rice, barley,
and many other agricultural products protected by the tariff laws, and

you will have some conception of the reach and extent of the legislation

proposed by the President. Indeed, all the industrial classes of our

population, all who are dependent in any way upon their labor and skill

for a livelihood, all except those fortunate few whose fixed salaries or

income make them independent of if not indifferent to the prosperity
of their less fortunate neighbors, and those who are engaged in foreign

commerce, are directly interested in the policy of protection.
But this is not all. Every inhabitant in favor of good government



15

and the prosperity of this country is interested in the development,
growth, and diversity of manufactures. This is an object of as vital

importance as protection by army or navy, as education, peace, or

property. It was the leading, controlling cause of the adoption of the
Federal Constitution, and was the first object sought lor by law when
the Government was founded.

Sir, the farmers and mechanics of this country have long since learned

to look beyond the narrow view of their interest taken by the Presi-

dent. They look at it from a higher plane. The lartner is protected

by moderate tariff rates on everything produced by him which comes
in competition with foreign labor. He, more than any other, receives

the benefit of the home market furnished him by the diversified labor

and employment of manufacturing industries, a home market that con-

sumes 90 per cent, of all the surplus productions of the farm. The
carpenter and the blacksmith know full well that every laborer em-

ployed in manufactures is withdrawn from competition with them and
adds to their means of employment and to their wages. He needs no

protection, for his work can not be performed by laborers in foreign
lands. It is fixed by the home demand, and is therefore higher in

price than in any other country in the world and higher than labor in

factories.

The benefits of protection permeate through the whole community
and extend to the remotest part of the country, but are most apparent
in the immediate neighborhood of manufacturing industries. They
are like the air around us, a part of the life we live, thongh we can not
tell whence it comes. The general prosperity is measured by the in-

creasing diversity and extent of our production, both of the larm and
of the workshop. The lines between productions which formerly, by
reason of the presence of slaves, were largely sectional are now broken
down, and the most prospering and hopeful industries are to be found
where slavery existed, and the labor of these once slaves, now free, is

the means of the most rapid development of the mineral resources in

our country.
The President assumes that the duty on imported articles is added to

the price of similar articles of home production. He Pays:
Millions of our people who never use and never saw any foreign products

purchase and use things of the same kind made in this country and pay there-
for nearly or quite the same enhanced price which the duty adds to the imported
articles.

This can only be true when the article is not made in this country to

any considerable degree. In the absence of domestic competition the

importer fixes his own price and adds the duty and expenses to the cost
in the place of manufacture. But at the first sign of American com-
petition the importer reduces the price of his article and sells it often
in a stagnant market at far less than the original cost and duty. In-

deed, as a rule imported goods competing with American goods are sold
in our market cheaper than in the European market, duties added. In
this respect the English manufacturers adopt the old rule of our rail-

roads as to the long haul and the short haul. They charge the home
consumer short-haul rates as much as possible, and sell at long-haul
rates in the American market, at the lowest living price, so as to drive
out American competition. This accomplished, the price is advanced.
This has been testified to by many merchants dealing in all kinds not

only of American product but of foreign productions.
But, fortunately, in the great body of articles formerly imported the

American manufacturer is well established, and under domestic com-
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petition the price of standard articles is reduced to approaching Euro-

pean rates, and in some articles we do now compete with them in the
markets of the world. This process is now going on.

This is especially so with cottons and woolens and iron and steel

manufactures and implements of trade and husbandry. The price of

these is not affected by foreign productions, but only by home competi-
tion. Of the vast aggregate of manufactures in the United States, val-

ued by the census of 1880 at $5,369,579,191, and now estimated at

$7,000,000,000, it is believed about one-third are articles described in

the tariff lists, and which come more or less in competition with im-

ported goods. The market value of fully three-fourths of these is fixed

by home competition at far less prices than the imported article can be
sold for in our market.
Home competition, whenever it gets a foothold, reduces prices and

lessens importations. The most remarkable example of this is in the

production of glass and glassware, pottery and china-ware, which, under
the present tariff, have become established industries, consuming a vast

quantity of sand and clay found in great quantities and good quality
in many States, is now competing with European articles, and has

greatly reduced the price.
Mr. Dudley, lately United States consul at Liverpool, says:

An examination will show that there is not a single manufactured commodity,
so far as I know, that is not cheaper to-day in the United States under our pro-
tective system than it was in I860 under free trade and before the present pro-
tective tariff' went into operation.

Again he says:

Upon investigation it will be found that nine-tenths of the manufactured com-
modities used by the farmers of our country, includ'ng- clothing, household

goods, furniture, implements of husbandry, tools, etc., are as chgap in this

country as they are in England, and in some instances even cheaper.

That statement is borne out by the actual returns from our consuls.

Still the fact that large importations are now made of manufactures of

iron, steel, cotton, wool, wood, leather, china, and glass ware is evidence

that the duty on certain grades of these goods is not beyond the reve-

nue standard. These are mainly those of highest cost, classed as lux-

uries, consumed only by the wealthy, while in the common grades of

all branches of these manufactures the domestic article has driven the

imported article from the market. This growth of home manufactures

has be jii so marked and rapid that if the present system is maintained

our home industries can and will compete with European productions
of all articles essential to human life and comfort.

The President states that under our present laws more than four

thousand articles are subject to duty. This is a gross but common exag-

geration. To show this I will attach to my remarks a list of all arti-

cles imported.
But I agree with him that if upon careful examination it shall

appear that any duty on any articles can be dispensed with without

detriment to American industry, it should be done. Ifany article now

paying taxes can not be manufactured here, it should be placed on the

free-list. But the fact that a multitude of articles on the tariff list

yield little or no revenue is proof conclusive that the domestic product

supplies the demand. In that case to place them upon the free-list

might and perhaps would destroy an established home industry, induce

importations, and increase the revenue. To even reduce the duty on

minor articles so as to invite importations would increase the revenue

and add to the surplus. A well-established home industry might in
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this way be overthrown by importations for that purpose, and then the

price of the foreign article would advance and the revenue increase.

Therefore stability of rates can do no harm, and may do much good.
Hut the President says that "as the volume and diversity of our

national activities increase new recruits are added to those who desire

a continuation of the advantages which they conceive the present sys-
tem of tariff taxation directly affords them.*' A strange declaration,
tor the immediate effect of "new recruits" is to induce competition and
lower prices. We see that in every branch of industry open to compe-
tition. But he says of these industries that "there exists a suspicion
of an organized combination all along the line to maintain their advan-

tage.
" This is impossible in nearly all the great branches of manufact-

ures. The only striking examples of "
organized combination" are by

the distillers of whisky, the refiners of sugar, the cotton-seed oil trust,
and the Standard Oil Company, and as to these the President is silent.

He again makes reference to this subject in this language:
But it is notorious that this competition is too often strangled by combinations

quite prevalent at this time, and frequently called trusts, which have for their

object, the regulation of the supply and price of commodities made and sold by
members of the combination.

When such combinations to prevent a reduction of price by fair com-

petition exist, I agree that they may and ought to be met by a reduc-
tion of duty. I hope the President will be able to specify them. I

know of none such. Combinations are often made by laborers to secure
an advance of wages or by employers to reduce wages. If the President
is able to aid us to find a remedy for these disputes about the division

of the products of industry, I will give him credit as a public benefactor;
but the remedy he proposes strikes alike at the laborer and employer.
He invokes the poorly-paid labor of Europe to compete on equal terms
with the American laborer and capitalist alike. The capitalist may
survive it, but the laborer is necessarily brought to the wages and living
and condition of the European laborer.

The Object of our tariff laws is to encourage our manufacturers in

their competition with their foreign rivals as well as to secure revenue.
Therefore these laws should be as permanent as possible, consistent
with the needs of the Government. Our citizens are encouraged to in-

vest their money in expensive machinery and buildings to make ar-

ticles that otherwise we must import. We give them no special priv-

ilege, no monopoly. All the world may in our own country entei

into competition with them. The President, however, seems to think

they ate public enemies. He says if by fair competition they should
reduce the price of the foreign articles, then, to use his language, "it
is entirely evident that one thing has been discovered which should be
carefully scrutinized in an effort to reduce taxation. " I deny it. The
condition of facts stated by him would invite competition at home, which
would reduce the price more and more. This healthy process should
be encouraged. To chase the successful manufacturer by a change of
duties i.s to legislate for the foreigner against our own citizens.

And this brings me to the most important benefit conferred by our
tariff laws; that the result is not only to diversify our industries but to
secure to laborers employed in manufactories higher wages and better
surround ings and advantages than are enjoyed by laboring men in sim-
ilar employment anywhere in the world. The President does not over-

look this, for he says:
It is also said that the increase in the price of domestic manufactures result-

ing from the present tariff is necessary iu order that higher wages may be paid

SHEKN 2
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to our workingmen employed in manufactories than are paid for what is called
the pauper labor of Europe.

He says he acknowledges the force of this argument, that our labor is

honorable, that it should not be measured by that of any country less

favored. This is all very true, but is inconsistent with the rest of his

message. He says of such workingmen, they are only one-seventh of

our laboring population, that these, too, have their own wants and their

families to supply, that the articles made here can be bought so much
cheaper abroad, and we must consider that the tax falls upon all alike;
but he says he will think of the workingman when he lowers the duty,
and hopes the manufacturer will not reduce his pay. This is very much
like the speech he makes to many an eager applicant for office whom he
can not appoint. He consoles the workingman very much as he does the

wool-grower, that, after all, he must buy his clothing, and he could buy
cheaper if he would work at less wages and make his cloth out of Aus-
tralian wool duty free. He closes his consolation to the workingman
with this benediction:

lie receives at the desk of his employer his wages, and perhaps before ho
reaches his home is obliged, in a purchase for family use of an article which
embraces his own labor, to return in the payment of the increase in price which
the tariff permits the hard-earned compensation of many days of toil.

The workingman is no doubt overwhelmed with this logic; but he

might answer: "
I am, it is true, only one to seven employed in other

labor, but their wages do not compete with pauper labor. They are

fixed at American rates, in competition with other Americans in the

same trade, with American ideas and wants. I went into the factory
here to compete with Europeans in establishing a new industry under
a law which gave an advantage or protection to home industry. I

thought it was right and patriotic. I have received fair wages, have
learned the business and am content with it, and have saved a little, but
not much. A benevolent and beneficent President thinks this is all

wrong, that I must compete with the pauper labor of Europe and work
as cheaply, that otherwise I am robbing all the rest of the laboring

people of this country; so I must either go back to the farm or take

such wages and living as have driven every year a half million of peo-

ple from Europe to our shores."

The treatment of this question by the President, as it affects the work-

ingman, is a delusion and a snare. He assumes that the cost of living,

especially of food and clothing, is higher here than in Europe. This is not

true. Food of every kind, except sugar, is cheaper here than in any
market in Europe. This is shown by prices current and is proved by the

vast export of provisions from the United States to every commercial

port in Europe. Clothing worn by workingmen, including blankets, is

sold here at prices aslow as in London or Liverpool. It is only on the

expensive grades of cloth and clothing that the cost in England and Bel-

gium is less than in the United States. The quality and quantity of

food oflaboringmen is confessedly better and greater here than in Europe.
The rate of wages is from 50 to 100 per cent, higher here than in any
country in Europe, and in some industries much higher. The President

does not dispute this, but appeals to the manufacturer, who has been

represented as a robber, a conspirator, and extortioner, not to reduce the

wages of the workiugrnan, but to pay him out of "surplus profits"

profits very often found on the wrong side ofthe ledger profits yielding
on the average less than legal interest on money.
What workingmau does not feel that this is sheer mockery and that

the inevitable result is to reduce his wages by inviting a close coinpe-
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tition with pauper labor? He must share the fate of his employer and
divide with hiiii the loss. The all-sufficient answer to the President is

that the American laborer does not travel eastward across the ocean to

better his condition, but the European laborer comes to America, where
labor is respected and the laborer is better fed, paid, and clothed than
in any part of Kurope or Asia. Whether this shall continue to be true

depends upon the action of Congress in supporting or repealing this pro-
tective policy.

Sir, the question before us is one purely of wages. If wages in the
United States were no greater than in England, France, and Belgium,
our chief competitors, we could, no doubt, now compete with all the
world in all metallic and textile fabrics. Is it wise in this country to

pursue a policy that will compel the reduction of wages of laboring men
employed in manufactures to the standard now general in European
countries? We know from documents furnished by our consuls the
rate of wages there.

The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], in a recent speech made in

Boston, gives in detail the most striking information gained by him from

personal observation and inquiry in the workshops of several countries
of Euiope as to the low, starving rates of wages, and the degradation
of labor existing there. God forbid that such iuj ustice and wrong shall

ever exist here. Our free institutions could not survive such scenes.

Manufactories conducted upon such a basis would be an unmitigated
curse. Cheapness purchased at such a price would be a crime. And
yet without, protective duties we must either abandon our manufactures
or reduce wages to the European standard. What more evidence do
we need than the hundreds of thousands of people who come to us

annually from European countries, bearing the most indisputable testi-

mony to their poverty, their sufferings, and their distress?

The Republican party, inheriting, as they think, the principles of
their ancestors, have declared that it is the duty of the National Gov-
ernment, not only to levy enough duties on imported merchandise to

support the Government, but that, in doing so, they should so levy these
duties as to secure to laboring men employed in manufactures, so far

as they can, such wages as will not only furnish them a comfortable

living, but will properly support, maintain, and educate wife and chil-

dren. Cheap labor in this country means the degradation of American

politics. The great body of our voting population must labor on the

farm, in the mine, or in the workshop, and if without the means of
livelihood and opportunities of education, they are not prepared to per-
form the highest duties of citizens.

Sir, I believe that the advice of the President, to largely reduce the
duties on goods coming into competition with our manufactories, will,
if sanctioned by Congress, have the effect to produce widespread dis-

aster in every part of our country. Many prosperous industries will be

destroyed; others will be crippled. Laboring men will be thrown out
of employment, or their wages reduced. It will be no compensation
fur this distress that a few imported articles will for a time be cheaper
in our market, for if there is less to pay there will be fewer to buy.
The farmer will have no better market abroad for his products, but will

have fewer customers and nioie competitors at home. Distress can not
fall upon a large portion of our people without its widening circles ex-

tending to the whole mass. Our national experience, and my own ob-
servation during my public life, prove that when protective duties have
been reduced the results produced disappoint the authors of that policy,
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snch an experiment. The signs of unrest in Europe, the vast arma-
ments, the misery of the laboring poor, all warn us to stand by our
American policy of home development, of protected industry, and in-

ternal improvements. I wish in advance to take my stand against any
substantial disturbance of this beneficent policy.

Sir, I have endeavored to give a respectful answer to the message of
the President. I am willing, according to the Republican national

platform of 1884, to "correct the irregularities of the tariff and reduce
the surplus, not by the vicious and indiscriminating process of hori-
zontal reduction, but by such methods as will relieve the tax-payer,
without injuring the laborer or the great productive interests of'the

country." It is upon this basis that Republican reductions of taxa*
tion have always been made.

I am willing, as requested by the President, to join in a careful ex-
amination of the details ofour tariff laws, with a view to the reduction-

of taxes to the extent stated by him, bu$ not in the manner recom-
mended by him. I am willing, as he enjoins us, to take "a broad and
national contemplation of the subject, and a patriotic disregard of such
local and selfish claims as are unreasonable and reckless of the welfare
of the entire country." But I can not do this and at the same time
follow the recommendations of the message. I can not strike at the
industrial interests built up by our tariff laws. I can not deepen and

intensify the struggle now going on between employers and employed
by inviting increased importation, crippling manufactures, and reducing-
the wages of labor. I greatly prefer a policy that will encourage home
industry, diversify home productions, discourage importations, add to-

our internal and external commerce, open new mines, increase raw ma-
terials, light new furnaces, establish new rolling-mills, factories, and
workshops, and develop the wonderful natural resources which have
been placed by a bountiful Providence under our soil.

I prefer that policy which looks to the interest of our own people
rather than to those of foreign nations. I prefer the policy of reducing
prices by home competition rather than by foreign competition, of

cheapening raw materials, by increased production, and the improve-
ment of our rivers and harbors, and the competition of our railroads.

In other words, I prefer the development, increase, and growth of the

productions and employment of our own countrymen, by the aid of
our revenue laws, without respect to the policy, or theories, or inter-

ests of other nations.

Whatever may be said in favor of free trade among all nations, I be-

lieve that, as a new and undeveloped country, our interests are at home,
with no entangling alliances, with no powerful enemies on our borders,
with no need of great armies or navies, with a Government strong in

the strength, numbers, and intelligence of its people, and capable of

supplying within themselves all the wants of the highest civilization.

Whatever may be said of other nations, protection to home industries,
embodied in our tariff laws, is the best for us; and for one I propose to-

maintain it, even .against the advice of the President.

I prefer to obey the injunction of Washington, Jefferson, Jackson,
and Lincoln, and such illustrious statesmen as Clay and Webster. I

greatly prefer the eloquent appeal of Calhoun in 1816, before sectional

animosities clouded his patriotism, in favor of the protection and im-

portance of manufactures to the "national strength and perfection of
our political institutions," and in "binding more closely our wide-

spread Republic."
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The wisdom of protection to domestic manufactures has been demon-
strated by the lights of experience during and since the war.

It has produced the most bounteous stream of revenue, enabling us
to meet all the vast expenditures of the war, to sustain and improve
our public credit, and to rapidly reduce the public debt without severity
or distress.

It has so increased and diversified our domestic manufactures that

they have grown to the enormous sum of seven thousand million dol-

lars, including every article of necessity or desire, and yet in every stage
of its growth has reduced the cost to the consumer more and more.

In spite of false prophecies it has increased our foreign commerce so
that our exports and imports combined, including specie, amounted to

the sum of $1,504,000,000 during the last fiscal year, greater far than

during any year of lower duties, and double that of our foreign com-
merce prior to 1860.

This American policy of protection has been adopted and followed by
all European nations exceptGreat Britain, and has been approved and
copied by the ablest statesmen of Europe, including Bismarck and Ca-
vour. It has even been adopted and copied by all the dependencies of
Great Britain. Our neighbor, Canada, when armed by the parent Gov-
ernment with autonomy and power to make laws for itself, has adopted
our policy in nearly all its details, has almost copied our tariff laws, and
in some of the schedules, especially that of metals, has literally adopted
our rates. Australia and all the dependencies of Great Britain armed
witb self-government are closely following our line of policy, and thus
have grown rapidly in strength and population. It is the desire ofthe

people of Ireland to gain the consent of Great Britain that she may, by
home rule, protect her industries and thus restore her waste places and
recover her wandering population.

Great Britain alone pursues the policy of free trade, only because by
centuries of protection she has so established her manufactures that
ehe can compete with all the nations of the world. She is purely a
commercial nation, with her ships on every shore, with her hand of

power grasping possessions and markets for her surplus manufactures
in every part of the habitable globe. Bwt even in England there is a

growing party demaudingrestriction upon the importation of the prod-
ucts of Germany, France, and Belgium. When in some distant future
this Republic may have so established our industries we may profit by
her example. Until then I prefer to follow the lights of our experience,
not to be deluded by the sophisms of free trade, but to preserve our
home market for domestic productions, looking forward to the time
when competition at home may open the markets of the world to our
manufacturers. Even now we can, if we will, by wise commercial

regulations with Canada and Mexico and the South American states,
extend the market for our home manufactures over vast regions, ex-

changing tools and implements, cotton goods, and furniture for sugar
and coffee and other tropical productions in the south, and lumber,
timber, and furs in the north.

Senators, we do not appreciate as we ought the commanding position
now held by the United States among the nations ofthe world. We do not
need to learn lessons of political economy from the mother country, for

the experience of one hundred years has taught us that our continental

position, our vast undeveloped resources, our diversified soil, climate,
and productions, our free institutions, founded upon the equality and
rights of eitiaens, bound together by the same language, religion, and



laws, demand a line of public policy which less-favored nations, watch-

ing each other and jealously curbed by "the balance of power," are
not free to adopt. Our ancestors won independence from these thralls.

Our fathers won the freedom of the ocean and proclaimed the doctrine

of continental exemption from European aggressions. We in our day
have tested the strength of our Union. We have abolished slavery.
We have established the principles upon which our currency and pub-
lic faith are founded so as to command the respect and approval of the
civilized world. We are now united in bonds of growing strength and
I trust in perpetual union. We have built up our industries by a policy
founded upon the highest patriotism. Its success is marked by the

general wealth and prosperity of our people. While taxing them it

seeks to benefit, and it extends its benefits impartially to every indus-

try and to eyery section. It gives employment to the laborer in every
'

field. It concentrates in our own land and among our own people
agriculture, commerce, and manufactures, making each support the
other and all contributing to the wealth and grandeur of the Republic.
These great departments of industry are not now divided by sectional

fines, but are interwoven like the veins, arteries, and muscles of the
human body. They are being established North, South, East, and

West, in every State of the Union. The great Northwest, with its

boundless resources, is contributing every variety of productions to the

common wealth.
What we want now is the cultivation of the sentiment of patriotism,

an intense love of country, a feeling of national pride. It should be

taught in infancy, after the first lisping of "Father" and "Mother." The
school-boy should study the lesson of our wonderful history, achieve-

ments, and progress in every stage of his education. The city editor

should read a river and harbor bill to learn how many places there are

in this country not seen from his eyrie in the high tower. Every Amer-

ican, whether native or naturalized, ought to feel that-this is his coun-

try, to which he owes allegiance, duty, and pride. The President, any
President, in his elevated seclusion, approached only by flatterers and

office-seekers, should regard the interests and honor of his country, its

development and prosperity, and the employment and happiness of his

countrymen as higher far than the interest of foreigners or the cheap-
ness of their products.

It is to the Senate only I have a right to appeal. It was designed

by the framers of the Constitution as a conservative check upon changes
of law which would injuriously affect the persons and property of Amer-
ican citizens. The best we can do for mankind is to do the best for

our country. We give to foreign nations the light of our example, but
our duty is to our own. What higher duty can there be than to be
watchful of the interests and to protect, foster, and diversify the in-

dustries of our own people ?

Our country's welfare is our first concern,
And who promotes that best, best proves his duty.
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Tables quoted by Mr. SHERMAN:

Imported raw materials of the farm.

1887.
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FREE-LIST continued.

Statement showing the value of imported merchandise entered for consump-
tion for year ending June 30, 1887 Continued.

Articles. Value.

CLASS A. ARTICLES OP FOOD, AND ANIMALS Continued.

Articles imported free of duty under reciprocity treaty with Ha-
waiian Islands :

Rice ; $383,98')
Molasses 14, 712

Sugar 9,255,351
Fruits, including nuts
Tallow

Total from Hawaiian Islands 9,654,048

Total free of duty of Class A 99,183,773

CLASS B. ARTICLES IN A CRUDE CONDITION WHICH ENTER INTO
THE PROCESSES OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY.

Aluminium 9,458
Asbestos, unmanufactured 118,883
Asphaltum or bitumen, crude 99,055
Bells and bell-metal, fit only to be reman ufactured 1,129
Bismuth 169,679
Bones, crude, etc., not for fertilizers 59,244
Brazil pebbles for spectacles, etc 35,291

Buhr-stone, unmanufactured , 25, 660
Chalk and cliff-stone, unmanufactured 59,230

Chemicals, drugs, and dyes, not elsewhere specified :

Argal or argol,or crude tartar 3,412,987
Arsenic '. 78,891
Balsams: Copaiva, fir, Peru, and tolu 67,418
Barks: Calisaya, Lima, and all cinchona barks 772,257
Berries, nuts, and vegetables, etc., used in dyeing, etc 120,607
Cochineal 140,249

Dye-woods 1,328,933
Flowers, leaves, etc. : Buchu, chamomile, rose, senna, etc 271,010
Gums : Amber, Arabic, benzoin, camphor, catechu, terra japon-

ica, tragacanth, etc 4,537,211
Iodine, crude 174,400
Roots : Colombo, gentian, licorice, madder,-etc 1, 935, 182

Sulphur, crude 1,688,360
Tonka beans 149,113
Vanilla beans 775,877
Allother 1,176,350

Total chemicals, etc 16,628,845

Coal and charcoal 57,749
Coir and cocoa fiber 3,556
Copper, old, taken from the bottoms of American vessels compelled
by marine disaster to repair in foreign ports

Cork-wood, or cork-bark, unman nfaotured 1,230,217
Cotton, unmanufactured, and cotton waste 533,219
Diamond-dust, or bort

Fertilizers :

Guano 338,467
Allother 1,434,901

Total fertilizers 1,773,368

Fish sounds or fish bladders 124,050

Flint, flints, and ground flint-stones 1,324
Furs and fur-skins, undressed 2,471,280
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FREE-LIST continued.

Statement showing tiie value of imported merchandise entered for consump-
tion for year ending June 30, 1887 Continued.

Articles. Value.

CLASS B. ARTICLES IN A CRUDE CONDITION WHICH ENTER INTO
THK PROCESSES OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY Continued.

Gold and silver sweepings $12, C21
Grease for use as soap-stock only, and nil other soap stock 52,420
Out, cat-gut, or whip-gut, unmanufactured 44,328
Hair, not elsewhere specified 2,404,423
Hide cuttings, raw, and all glue-stock 485,042
Hides and skins, other than fur-skins 24,225,776
Hoofs, horns, etc., unmanufactured. 235,250
India rubber and gutta-percha, unmanufactured 13,762.627
1st If. <>r Tampico fiber. 180,428
Ivory, unmanufactured :

Animal 486,368
Veg. table '.. 144,663

Lithographic stones, not engraved 97,893
Meerschaum, crude or raw 35,478
Mica and mica waste .'. 63,480
Minerals, crude, not elsewhere specified. > 58,089
Moss, sea-weed, etc., used for beds 73, 103

Ores, not elsewhere specified , 3,840,925

Paper-stock,
crude 4,538,719

Palm leat, unmanufactured 838
Plants, trees, shrubs, etc., not elsewhere specified 254,472
Plaster of Paris, unground... 162,154
Platina. unmanufactured 43S,516
Plumbago 331,621
Polishing, pumice, and rotten-stone 34,866
Quicksilver (o)
Quills, prepared or unprepared 764
Rennets, raw or prepared 56,011
Sausage-skins 278, 140
Seeds, not elsewhere specified 596.522
Shells, not manufactured 197,984
Silk, unmanufactured 19,640,397
Sparterre, for making or ornamenting hats 335
Straw, unmanufactured 30.521
Talc 40,848
Tanning materials, not elsewhere specified:

Hemlock bark 272,956
Other articles in a crude state 19, 134

Teazles 3,156
Terra alba, aluminous 39,431
Tin. bars, blocks, or pigs, grnin or granulated 6, 927. 710
Whalebone, unmanufactured 6.579
Wood, un manufactured ..'. 2,734,620
All other free articles 135,617

Total free of duty of Class B 106.389,032

CLASS C.- ARTICLES WHOLLY OR PARTIALLY MA NT-FACTORED, FOR
USE AS MATERIALS IN THE MANUFACTURES AND MECHANIC ARTS.

Chemicals, drugs, and dyes, not elsewhere specified :

Ac-ids 474,512
Albumen and lactarine 7. 102,215
A li /.urine, natural or artificial 356.748
Analine salts and annotto 138,736
Indigo 2.734. 117

Lime, chloride of. 1,573, 168
Madder, extract of 8.779
Potash, muriate of 592, 432
Quinine, sulphate and other salts of. 1, 141,373
Soda, nitrate of. or cubic niter 2,614, 162

Sugar of milk and sulphur lao 50,598
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FREE-LIST. continued.

Statement shouting the raJue of imported merchandise entered for consump-
tion for y>ar ending June 30, 18d7 Continued.

Articles. Value.

CLASS C. ARTICLES WHOLLY OR PARTIALLY MANUFACTURED, FOU
USE AS MATERIALS IN THE MANUFACTURES AND MECHANIC ARTS
Continued.

Ch mieals, drugs, and dyes, not elsewhere specified Continued.
Turpentine, Venice, and uranium '. $47,152
All other 182, 057

Total chemicals, drugs, etc. 10,016,644

Coiryarn 141,091
Feathers for beds, and downs 204, %2
Felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels 29, 229

Hair, hogs', curled for beds and mattresses 3,457
Oils, not elsewhere specified 1,736.240
All other free articles 18,260

Total free of.duty of Class C 12, 149,883

CLASS D. MANUFACTURED ARTICLES, READY FOR CONSUMPTION.

Articles specially imported
For the use of the United States 18,283
Philosophical and scientific apparatus, etc.. for the use of any
relig.ous or scientific institution, and not intended for sale 79,962

Articles, the growth, produce, or manufacture of the United States,
returned 6, 401, 829

Bags, not of American manufacture
Bolting-cloths : 271,693
Books and other printed matter, not elsewhere specified 9G8, 466
Fashion plates 5,280
Gold-beaters' molds and gold-beaters' skins 25,656
Gold size 7, 461

Hones and whetstones 22,853
Household effects, etc., of persons arriving in the United States
and of citizens of the United States dying abroad 2,661,867

Indians' goods 1,124
Manuscripts .-. 8,078
Models of inventions, etc v 7,532
Paste, oxydizing
Platina vases, etc., for chemical uses 58,925
Skeletons and other preparations of anatomy 8,415
Spurs and stilts, used in the manufacture of earthen, stone, and
crockery ware 1. 123

Wood: Fire-wood, hop-poles, and railroad ties 815,572
All other free articles 201, 546

Total free of duty of Class D... 11,565,665

CLASS E. ARTICLES OF VOLUNTARY USE, LUXURIES, ETC.

Amber beads 10, Oil

Articles specially imported: Kegalia, gems, specimens of natural

history, works of art, etc., specially imported and not intended
for sale 277,160

Art-works, not elsewhere specified, the production of American
artists 495. '.37

Cabinets of coins, medals, etc 231,370
Curling stones, or quoits
Diamonds rough or uncut 262,357
Fans, common palm-leaf 63,205
Mineral waters, not artificial 380,299
Allother a2, 083, 985

Totalfree of duty of Class E 3,805,30ft
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SUBJECT TO DUTY.

Value of imported merchandise entered for consumption during the year
ending June 30, 1887.

NOTE. The third column shows the specific duties imposed by tariff laws
reduced to equivalent ad valorem rates on last year's importations.

Articles.
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SUBJECT TO DUTY continued.

Valve of imported merchandise entered for consumption during the year
ending June 30, 1887 Continued.

Articles.
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SUBJECT TO DUTY continued.

Value of iwported mercliaivlise entered for consumption during the year
ending June 30, 1887 Continued.

Articles.
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SUBJECT TO DUTY continued.

Value of imported merchandise entered for consumption during the year
ending June 30, 1887 Continued.

\

Articles.
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SUBJECT TO DUTY continued.

Value of imported merchandise ente> ed for consumption during the year
ending June 30, 1887 Continued.

Articles.



SUBJECT TO DUTY continued.

Value of imported merchandise entered for consumption during tJie year
ending June 30, 1887 Continued.

Articles..
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SUBJECT TO DUTY continued.

of imported nt<il l\>r

Jnn<- :>(), 1887 Continued.
durint//'

Articles.



SUBJECT TO DUTY continued.

Value of imported merchandise entered for consumption during the year
ending June 30, 1887 Continued.

Articles.
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SUBJECT TO DUTY continued.

Value of smporied merchandise entered for consumption during the year
ending June 30, 1887 Continued.

Ar io
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